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I have read 'Foundations and dislike it very much [Halifax wrote
to Athelstan Riley]. 'Bad taste in one's mouth* is exacdy the ex-
pression I used in regard to it in writing the other day to two or
three people about it. I am willing to give the authors credit for
orthodox intentions, but for all that I think it is an attempt to re-
concile what is essentially a Socinian position with Catholic
doctrine, and that I never read a production which more com-
pletely justified all that Liddon used to say about Lux Mundi.5

Halifax and Gore were again of one mind in the condemna-
tion of the Rev. J. M. Thompson, who published a book dis-
counting the miracles of the New Testament, and Professor
Sanday, yet another Oxford man, who showed a disposition to
defend Thompson.

Two episcopal friends who periodically fell from favour
with Halifax were the Bishop of Southwark (Dr. Talbot), who
'makes me positively ashamed of our bishops'6, and the Bishop
of London (Dr. Winnington Ingram), whose 'easy cheerful-
ness'7 was sometimes very irritating. Warm as was his affection
for both men, the interests of the Church came first, and when
he thought that these were touched, he would never be silent.

Much of the correspondence of these years dealt with the de-
fence of the Marriage Laws. Halifax reserved some of his
loudest thunders for clergymen who performed the marriage
ceremony over divorced persons.

Recent events [he told the English Church Union in 1909]
must have convinced the most unwilling of the intolerable evil
that has been done to the Church by the Divorce Act of 1857*
That kw allowed, and indeed attempted to compel, the celebra-
tion in churches of marriages forbidden by the kw of God. . . .
Those who disregarded the law of the Church must take the con-
sequences. If they disregard that law they have no right to expect,
nor will they be given, the privileges of Churchmen.8

Partly, it may be, owing to the vigilance of the English